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3  REFERENCE   PAMPHLET 

0 


—  ISSUED    BY    THE — 


Council  of  Deliberation  of  the  State  of  New  York, 

ANCIENT   ACCEPTED    SCOTTISH    RITE 


OF    FBEEM-A.SOIirBY. 


The  following  facts  are  presented  for  the  information  of  the 
Brethren  of  the  Ancient  Accepted  Scottish  Bite,  holding  under 
the  Supreme  Council  for  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  IT.  S.  A.,  over 
which  the  Hon.  Henry  L.  Palmer,  is  the  present  Grand 
Commander . 

THE  THIRTY-THREE  SUPREME  COUNCILS. 

There  are  thirty-three  Supreme  Councils  in  the  world,  twenty- 
seven  of  which  are  in  close  compact ;  to  wit.  Those  of  the 
Northern  and  Southern  Jurisdictions  of  the  United  States, 
France,  Spain,  Belgium,  Ireland,  Brazil,  Peru,  New  Grenada,  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  Scotland,  Uruguay,  Argentine  Bepublic,  Turin, 
(Italy),  Colon,  (Cuba),  Hungary,  Mexico,  Dominican  Bepublic, 
Venezuela,  Portugal, .  Chili,  Central  America,  Greece,  Switzer- 
land, Canada,  Egypt,  and  Tunis. 

The  remaining  six  that  have  not  yet  been  received  into  the 
general  family  of  Supreme  Bodies  are  those  of  Florence,  Luxem- 
bourg, Naples,  Palermo,  Borne,  and  Turkey. 

The  above  mentioned  Supreme  Councils  of  the  Scottish  Bite,  are 
pervaded  with  the  spirit  of  the  Congress  of  the  Supreme  Councils 
held  at  Lausanne,  Switzerland,  22d  Sept.,  1875,  recognizing  and 
proclaiming  the  Constitutions  of  May  1st,  1785,  as  the  funda- 
mental law.  They  obligated  themselves  to  maintain  and  defend 
with  all  their  power  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  several 
Supreme  Councils,  among  which  were  the  Supreme  Councils  of 
the  Northern  and  of  the  Southern  Jurisdictions  of  the  United 
States. 

TWO   ILLEGITIMATE  ORGANIZATIONS. 

There  are  two  illegitimate  organizations  claiming  to  be  of  the 
Scottish  Bite,  having  their  Grand  East  in  New  York  City,  each 
pretending  to  have  jurisdiction  over  the  United  States,  one  is 
known  as  the  "  Folger-Atwood-Thompson  Council/'  and  the  other 
as  the  "  Seymour-Peckham  Council."  Neither  of  these  organiza- 
tions is  recognized  by  a  Supreme  Council  in  the  world,  nor  will 
their  members  ever  be  received  as  Brethren  of  the  Scottish  Bite, 
while  those  of  the  regular  organizations  are  welcomed  in  every 
land. 
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THE  VERDICT. 

The  judgment  of  all  the  regular  Supreme  Councils  is  final,  for 
there  can  be  no  appeal.  Their  verdict  of  "  Clandestine  v  against 
the  two  illegitimate  claimants  has  been  pronounced  and  recorded. 

As  to  the  matter  of  illegitimacy  the  Committee  might  stop 
here,  but  so  many  false  statements  have  been  made  that  further 
facts  should  be  set  forth. 

THE  RITE  OF  PERFECTION. 

There  was  a  Rite  of  Perfection  of  twenty-five  degrees,  pro- 
mulgated with  a  Constitution  in  1762.  This  system  of  Masonry 
wa3  the  foundation  of  the  Ancient  Accepted  Scottish  Rite. 

THE  SCOTTISH   RITE  SYSTEM. 

The  Constitutions  which  form  the  immediate  base  of  the 
Scottish  Rite  System,  bear  date  of  1786,  and  constitute  the 
"  Ancient  Accepted  Scottish  Rite  ??  by  interpolating  eight  degrees 
in  the  Rite  of  Perfection,  which  it  embosomed.  Hence  without 
the  organic  laws  of  1762  and  1786,  the  Rite  cannot  exist,  No 
action,  as  of  a  Supreme  Council,  is  recorded  under  these  laws  until 
the  formation  by  Col.  John  Mitchell  and  Rev.  Fred.  Dalcho  (and 
the  subsequent  addition  of  seven  companions)  of  the  Supreme 
Council  for  the  United  States,  at  Charleston,  S.  C,  on  the  31st 
May,  1801,  from  which  all  other  Supreme  Councils  of  the  world 
have  emanated  directly  or  indirectly. 

The  Supreme  Council  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  bears  date 
August  5,  1813,  when  Emanuel  De  La  Motta,  Grand  Treasurer 
General  of  the  Supreme  Council  of  the  United  States,  having 
its  G.  East  at  Charleston,  S.  C,  under  authority,  organized  the 
Northern  Supreme  Council  in  the  City  of  New  York  which 
thereby  divided  the  entire  Territory  into  the  Northern  and  the 
Southern  Councils. 

Daniel  D.  Tomkins,  Yice-President  of  the  United  States  was 
made  Sov.  G.  Commander  and  Sampson  Simpson  his  Lieutenant, 
John  G.  Tardy,  Treasurer  ;  John  J.  J.  Gourgas,  Sec.  Gen.; 
Richard  Riker,  Master  of  Ceremonies,  and  M.  L.  M.  Peixotto, 
Cap.  of  the  Guard.  As  Supreme  Councils  under  the  Constitution 
of  1786  consisted  of  nine  active  members,  three  vacancies  remained. 

JOSEPH  CERNEAU. 

The  two  illegitimate  organizations  spring  from  a  different 
origin.  They  are  in  violent  antagonism  and  thus  at  least  one 
must  be  in  gross  error.  Their  parentage  is  Joseph  Cerneau,  a 
Frenchman,  born  in  1764,  a  jeweler,  refugee,  from  Cuba,  who 
arrived  in  New  York  in  November,  1806. 

Cerneau  received  the  degrees  of  the  Rite  of  Perfection  at  Port 
au  Prince  from  Mathieu  Dupotet.  Cerneau  was  also  made  a 
Deputy  Inspector  for  the  northern  part  of  Cuba,  in  July,  1806. 
The  2d  Art.  of  the  Constitutions  of  1762,  limits  the  number  of 
degrees  to  twenty-five,  the  last  of  which  is  called  Sublime  Prince 
of  the  Royal  Secret.     Cerneau's  power  was  of  no  avail  outside  of 


Cuba  or  beyond  the  25th  degree,  in  fact  his  patent  authorized  him 
"  to  promote  masons  to  and  including  the  24th  Deg.  in  the  name 
of  said  Council  ('  Triple  Unity  ')  at  Port  au  Prince,  the  highest  de- 
grees to  be  conferred  on  i  one  only  each  year.' " 

Dupotet  could  have  given  Cerneau  no  higher  degree  for  in 
1807,  he  still  signed  himself  of  the  25th  Degree. 

On  December  17,  1804,  the  G.  Lodge  of  Pennsylvania  war- 
ranted a  Symbolic  Lodge  at  the  City  of  Habana,  Cuba,  to  be  called 
"  Le  Temple  des  Yirtus  Theologales,  No.  103,"  naming  Cerneau 
as  Master.  The  returns  in  January,  1807,  showed  fourteen  mem- 
bers, stated  that  the  Lodge  had  been  denounced  by  the  Government 
and  that  Cerneau  had  been  ordered  to  quit  the  Island,  In 
November,  1806,  he  appeared  in  New  York,  and  in  eleven  months 
it  became  advantageous  for  him  to  organize  a  Masonic  Body,  which 
was  called  "  The  Most  Potent  So  v.  G,  Consistory  of  Supreme 
Chiefs  of  Exalted  Masonry  according  to  the  Ancient  Constitutional 
Scottish  Eite  of  Heredom  for  the  IT.  S.  A.,  its  territories  and 
dependencies." 

This  was  the  Rite  of  Heredom  or  Perfection  under  the  Con- 
stitution of  1762,  not  the  Scottish  Rite.  Harry  J.  Seymour, 
formerly  a  sailor,  costumer  and  an  actor,  had  a  forged  paper, 
which  he  claimed  to  be  the  genuine  authority  under  which  Cerneau 
acted,  dated  in  the  latter  part  of  the  last  century,  but  even  he  was 
ashamed  to  show  it  to  an  intelligent  Scottish  Rite  Mason. 

Joseph  Cerneau,  on  the  28th  October,  1807,  established  this 
Consistory  of  the  Rite  of  Perfection  of  twenty-live  degrees,  and  at 
that  time  knew  nothing  of  the  Constitutions  of  1786,  which  created 
the  thirty-three  degrees,  nor  has  any  one  living  or  dead  ever  seen 
a  Patent  of  authority  to  Joseph  Cerneau  to  confer  the  Scottish 
Rite  degrees.  If  a  Power  did  exist,  how  is  it  such  a  vital  docu- 
ment cannot  be  produced  ?  Robert  B.  Folger  in  his  History  (?) 
of  the  Scottish  Rite  gives  copies  of  forty-eight  documents,  but  does 
not,  because  he  could  not,  give  the  alleged  fundamental  Cerneau 
Documents;  but  on  page  337  says,  "Joseph  Cerneau  pretended  to 
no  more  then  than  the  Rite  of  Perfection  of  twenty-five  degrees." 
For  once  at  least  he  spoke  the  truth. 

Edward  M.  L.  Elders,  G.  Sec.  of  the  G.  Lodge,  S.  New  York, 
certifies  that  the  name  of  Joseph  Cerneau  cannot  be  found  on  the 
Registry  af  the  G.  Lodge  of  Masons  from  1806  to  1827,  the  year 
Cerneau  left  for  France  and  where  he  died  1829.  Thus  for  23 
years  he  remained  an  unaffiliated  Mason. 

Some  time  after  the  establishment  by  Cerneau  of  the  Rite  of 
Perfection  in  New  York,  it  became  important  and  advantageous 
to  claim  his  Consistory  as  being  of  the  Scottish  Rite  of  thirty-two 
degrees,  but  a  Supreme  Council  of  thirty-three  degrees  was  not 
even  claimed  by  Cerneau  for  a  number  of  years.  Cerneau  could 
not  have  received  the  thirty-third  degree  until  after  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Northern  Supreme  Council  in  1813,  for  he  did  not  re- 
ceive it  from  the  Supreme  Council  of  the  United  States  having  its 
G.  East  at  Charleston  ;  second,  the  records  of  the  G.  Orient  of 
France  are  indisputable  that  up  to  1814,  it  had  conferred  the 
Thirty-third  Degree  on  no  one,  and  the  Supreme  Council  of  France, 


established  in  1804,  proves  by  its  record  that  it  exercised  no  such 
power,  and  there  was  no  other  source  or  power  to  grant  it. 

The  records  of  the  Cerneau  organization  from  1816  to  1827 
are  in  the  valuable  Archives  of  the  Supreme  Council  of  the  North- 
ern Jurisdiction,  Boston,  and  much  of  those  preceding  are  in  the 
G.  Sec.  Gen.'s  office,  New  York.  A  more  chameleon  institution 
than  the  Cerneau  entailment  never  existed;  it  has  had  nine  differ- 
ent titles,  and  claimed  under  as  many  different  powers  of  authority. 
One  organized  form  would  swallow  up  its  predecessor,  orrepudiat3 
it  and  start  afresh.  Thus,  on  October  27,  1846,  the  Council  died, 
its  members  declared  the  institution  defunct  and  divided  the  small 
treasury  among  the  four  who  were  left. 

By  a  manifesto  adopted  April  11,  1859,  the  Sov.  G.  Com. 
mander,  Henry  C.  Atwood,  declared  that  the  Council  exercised 
jurisdiction  over  the  Sov.  and  Independent  State  of  New  York,  the 
seal  bearing  date  1815  (and  not  1807)  and  that  each  State  was 
entitled  to  a  Supreme  Council ;  thus  Connecticut  had  one  estab- 
lished in  1858,  E.  W.  Atwood,  Commander ;  Louisiana  one,  estab- 
lished in  1839,  James  Foulhouse,  Commander,  expelled  by  G. 
Orient,  France,  in  Feb.,  1859;  and  one  in  California,  1860;  thus 
this  Cerneau  Body  was  hydra-headed. 

CERNEAU  COUNCILS. 

At  times  these  claimed  authority  over  Blue  Lodges  (Folger's 
Hist.  pp.  215,  216,)  at  others  over  Royal  Arch  Chapters  and  again 
over  Commanderies  of  Knights  Templar.  Accordingly,  Art  4, 
of  the  General  Eegulations  of  the  Henry  C.  Atwood  Sup.  Co., 
of  1859  says  :  "  Each  Symbolic  Lodge  under  this  jurisdiction  A. 
A.  Scotch  Rite  for  every  candidate  initiated,  shall  pay  the  sum  of 
•one  dollar.5'  Atwood's  Sup.  Co.,  established  Blue  Lodges  in  the 
City  of  New  York.  As  to  Royal  Arch  Masonry  the  G.  H.  Priest 
of  the  G.  Chapter  of  New  York  in  1850,  (see  his  address)  says : 
u  I  would  infor  ji  the  G.  Chapter  of  the  existence  of  a  clandestine 
Chapter  or  Chapters  in  the  City  of  New  York,  established  by  H.  C. 
Atwood,  and  under  a  Consistory  Warrant  from  the  Cerneau  Con- 
sistory, by  which  he  not  only  confers  all  the  degrees  of  the  Chapter, 
but  also  the  orders  of  Knighthood." 

The  most  earnest  devotee  of  Cerneauism,  if  he  knows  any- 
thing of  the  history  of  the  Scottish  Rite  is  aware  that  the  Cerneau 
Body  lived,  then  slept,  then  died,  then  revived,  then  again  it 
evolutionized,  under  one  title  then  another,  at  one  time  covering 
all  the  States,  then  only  one  or  more,  then  disbanding,  dividing  its 
treasury,  then  resurrecting  under  a  new  name  and  a  new  authority, 
&c. 

Neither  was  there  a  sequence  of  Commanders  as  there  was  no 
sequence  of  authority ;  Cerneau,  Hicks,  Cross,  Atwood  and 
Robinson,  were  at  cross  purposes  and  held  under  differently  con- 
ceived powers. 

THE  CONSTITUTIONS  OF   1786. 

The  Constitutions  of  1786  are  acknowledged  by  every 
Supreme  Council  in  the  world,  but  not  by  the  two  irregular  organ- 
izations named  herein,  which  emanated  from  expelled  members  of 


the  Northern  Jurisdiction.  These  Cerneau  Bodies  acknowledged 
them  from  1834  to  the  close  of  their  career  at  the  Union  of  all 
Councils  in  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  in  1867,  excepting  while 
under  H.  C.  Atwood.  The  Hicks-Cerneau  Council  were  the 
first  to  formulate  the  Latin  constitutions,  which  alleged  that 
Frederick  of  Prussia  had  issued  the  same  frcm  his  Royal 
residence  in  Berlin  May  1,  1786.  They  made  these 
Constitutions  a  part  of  their  "  Treaty  of  Union  and  Amalga- 
mation "  with  France,  Belgium  and  Brazil,  (Sees.  3  and  4.)  Dec, 
6,  1836,  (Doc.  28,  of  Folger's  History,)  Cross,  Hays  and  Robin- 
son  swore  to  and  observed  them. 

The  Supreme  Council  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  had  always 
adhered  to  the  French  Constitutions  of  1786,  a  copy  of  which  has 
ever  remained  filed  in  their  Archives,  and  which  has  no  reference 
to  Frederick  of  Prussia,  as  author  or  abettor.  The  Cerneau 
Organizations  are  responsible  solely  and  entirely  for  the  Frederick 
of  Prussia  Latin  Constitutions.  And  the  5th  Art.  limits  the 
number  of  Supreme  Councils  in  the  United  States  to  two. 

Harry  J.  Seymour,  of  one  Body,  and  Folger,  Thompson  and 
E.  W.  Atwood,  of  the  other  Body,  prior  to  their  expulsions,  un- 
hesitatingly swore  to  the  Constitutions  of  1786.  These  Constitu- 
tions are  essential  to  the  existence  of  the  Scottish  Bite  System  of 
thirty -tlii" ee  degrees.  The  Illegitimates,  therefore,  while  sitting 
on  a  badly  grafted  limb  of  the  tree,  have  sawn  it  from  the  parent 
stem,  and  do  not,  cannot,  exist  as  Supreme  Councils. 

THE   UNION   IN    1863. 

In  1863,  there  were  three  Supreme  Councils  claiming  power 
in  the  Northern  Section  of  the  United  States. 

Two  of  these  Councils  were  the  former  Gourgas  Council  of 
1813  which  had  split ;  commanded  by  Edward  A.  Raymond  and 
K.  H.  Van  Rensselear  respectively,  both  were  known  as  the 
"  Sup.    Co.    of   the  Northern  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States." 

Third,  the  Council  claiming  to  be  a  continuation  of  the  Cer- 
neau Body,  commanded  by  Edmund  B.  Hays,  who  had  been 
appointed  by  H.  C.  Atwood,  May  14,  1858,  which  was  ratified  in 
1860  at  the  death  of  Atwood.  This  Council  was  called  "  Sup. 
Grand  Council  for  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere.'7     See  declaration  of  April  11,  1859. 

On  April  15,  1833,  the  Cerneau-Hays  and  the  Raymond 
Councils  consolidated  by  a  unanimous  vote,  and  every  Subordinate 
Body  gave  in  its  allegiance.  Harry  J.  Seymour  of  the  Cerneau 
Council  was  prominent  in  the  Union,  as  his  oath  on  file  with  the 
Northern  Sup.  Co.  will  show,  and  he  was  elected  "  First  G. 
Master  of  Ceremonies,"  which  he  accepted — he  was  installed  and 
acted  in  that  capacity  with  C.  T.  McClenachan  as  the  Second  G. 
Master  of  Ceremonies. 

Seymour  accompanied  the  officers  en  trips  of  ceremony, 
attended  sessions,  accented  a  donation  of  $75,  originated  matter  and 
was  an  attentive  officer  until  Commander  Hays  got  tired  of  his 
importunities  to  confer  the  degrees,  the  proceeds  from  which 
Seymour  was  pocketing.  . 
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The  Hays-Raymond  Union  of  1863  was  a  perfect  and  cordial 
commingling  of  friendships,  powers  and  authority  :  all  agreed,  no 
one  murmured.  In  this  Union  Hays  termed  his  Council  the 
a  Supreme  Grand  Council  of  the  United  States  of  America,  its 
Territories  and  Dependencies,"  and  the  new  Body  accepted  this 
name,  selected  Hays  as  the  Commander  and  Raymond  as  his 
Lieutenant,  dividing  the  offices  alternately  between  those  of  whom 
the  two  defunct  Councils  had  been  composed.  Thus  the  two 
Councils  died  and  from  their  seed  sprang  up  a  newr,  vigorous  united 
Organization.  All  the  members  took  the  new  Oath  of  Fealty, 
among  them  Harry  J.  Seymour.  Every  subordinate  organization 
hailed  the  new  born  Council. 

THE  ILLEGITIMATE  SEYMOUR-PECKHAM  BODY. 
.  /  /  Edmund  B.  Hays  remained  Commander  until  December  14, 

(&/  18/>5,  when  he  retired  with  the  respect  and  esteem  of  all.  During 
/  the  latter  portion  of  his  term  his  health  wras  much  broken.  He 
attended  the  session  of  October  22,  1805.  It  is  falsely  stated  that 
at  some  time  he  authorized  Seymour,  the  Master  of  Cer.,  to 
open  the  Supreme  Council,  this  could  not  have  been  for  Hays  was 
a  parliamentarian  and  would  have  empowered  a  higher  ranking- 
officer,  the  members  would  have  known  of  such  session,  no  such 
notice  was  ever  given,  and  further,  at  this  time  Hays  disliked 
Seymour.  It  is  stated  Seymour  retained  his  authority  to 
open  the  Council  and  finallv  claimed  to  be  Commander,  and  on 
June  29,  1880,  for  $700  sold  out  to  one,  William  H.  Peckham. 
Seymour  was  no  more  of  a  scholar  than  his  successor,  but  he  never 
let  an  opportunity  slip  where  he  could  make  money;  he  would  have 
cared  little  for  his  sale  to  Peckham  had  the  opportunity  opened  to 
have  started  another  Supreme  Council,  as  he  threatened  to  do  at 
five  dollars  ahead  for  the  degrees.  Seymour  would  sell  anything, 
whether  he  owned  it  or  not.  He  was  expelled  from  the  United 
Supreme  Council  on  December  14,  1865,  charges  having  been  pre- 
ferred September  11,  after  a  trial  by  a  commission  of  his  own 
people,  appointed  by  Commander  Hays.  His  trouble  was  selling 
degrees,  and  when  G-.  Commander,  Ed.  B.  Hays,  refused  to  permit 
him  to  pick  up  candidates  for  $10  a  head  and  put  the  money  in  his 
own  pocket,  Seymour  rebelled,  and  said  and  did  things  offensive,  de- 
nouncing the  Bodies.  The  consequence  was  Commander  Hays  told 
Brother  McClenachan  to  prefer  charges  against  Seymour.  This  was 
done,  Seymour  knewr  the  testimony  was  overwhelming,  he  quibbled 
at  the  summons,  and  let  the  case  go  by  default,  an  inquest  was  held, 
and  he  was  expelled  from  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Scottish  Rite. 

Seymour  then  ran  the  Egyptian  Rite  for  what  he  could  make ; 
in  time  changing  the  name  of  the  governing  organization  to 
Supreme  Council  in  imitation  of  the  Scottish  Rite  ;  he  reduced 
the  degrees  from  ninety-six  to  thirty-three,  and  designated  the  Rite, 
the  A.  and  P.  Rite,  sometimes  printing  the  P.  in  such  maimer 
that  it  could  not  be  distinguished  from  an  A.,  and  thus  mislead- 
ing Brethren. 

It  is  well  known  to  many  that  long  ere  Commander  Hays 
die  1,  he  would  not  allow   Seymour   to  come  near  him,  or  to  see 


liim  during  his  illness,  and  forbade  that  he  should  attend  the 
funeral,  The  casket- bearers  were  six  Inspectors  General  of  the 
United  Supreme  Council.  Hays  willed  all  his  Scottish  Rit^ 
books,  documents,  rituals,  &c,  to  Bro.  Henry  C.  Banks,  and  thus 
to  the  United  Supreme  Council,  and  they  are  now  among  the  ex- 
tensive Archives  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction.  If  Hays  so  detested 
Seymour,  who  can  believe  that  he  would,  if  he  could,  have  dele- 
gated powers  to  him  to  become  a  successor  ?  The  falsehood  was 
illy  invented.  Hays  was  not  dishonorable  or  a  trickster,  he  re- 
mained true  to  all  the  Unions.  He  took,  and  subscribed  to  the 
Oaths  of  Fealty,  to  those  of  1863  and  1867  ;  and  was  present  at 
convenient  sessions,  such  as  that  in  Xew  York  City,  September 
18,  1872.  And  yet  Peckam  has  the  effrontery  to  say,  that  in 
1870,  the  Seymour  Cerneau  Supreme  Council  met,  and  Hays  be- 
ing incapable,  Seymour  was  authorized  to  act  as  G.  Commander. 
Hays  did  not  lead  a  double  life. 

It  is  a  false  assertion  in  the  Peckham  Manifesto  of  1881  p.  21, 
that  G.  Commander  Hays,  at  any  time,  after  June  4,  1865,  author- 
ized Seymour  to  open  the  Supreme  Council. 

Bro.  McClenachan,  who  was  an  intimate  Mend  of  Edmund  B. 
Hays,  says :  "I  remember  full  well  when  Hays  called  at  my  office 
and  among  other  matters  said,  l  I  have  again  refused  to  make  any 
more  Thirty-thirds  for  Harry,  and  he  is  very  angry.  I  won't  do 
it,  it  is  against  our  agreement  with  the  members.  He  still  wants 
to  do  as  he  used  to,  and  puts  the  money  in  his  own  pocket.  You 
must  2:0  ahead  and  take  some  action.'  This  was  in  September, 
1865.'' 

The  commission  to  try  Seymour  was  Henry  C.  Banks,  John 
Innes  and  Hopkins  Thompson.  His  unanimous  expulsion  was  not 
by  a  Raymond  resuscitated  Body  but  by  the  United  Hays-Raymond 
Council,  to  which  he  was  sworn,  in  which  he  but  ten  months  before, 
was  taking  an  active  part,  and  of  which  Hays  was  the  Commander. 
Seymour  attended  no  session  after  October  21,  1861,  when 
McClenachan  was  elected  the  Grand  Master  of  Ceremonies  in  his 
stead.     This  was  a  sore  grievance  to  him. 

On  the  22d  October,  1865,  there  was  unanimously  adopted  a 
resolution  offered  September  11,  to  change  the  name  of  the  Council 
to  that  of  the  "^Northern  Masonic  Jurisdiction  of  the  U.  S.  A."  On 
the  succeeding  June  7,  the  limit  of  the  jurisdiction  was  changed  from 
the  entire  United  States,  its  Territories,  &c,  to  fifteen  designated 
Xorthern  States. 

There  is  a  miserably  invented  and  made  up  Seymour-Peckham 
patent  to  be  found  p.  99  of  Folger's  Supplement  to  his  History, 
which  we  cannot  spare  space  to  copy — it  is  boyish  nonsense.  Pages 
99  to  101  of  Folger's  Supplement  have  been  eliminated  froni  the 
recent  editions,  notwithstanding  the  Peckhamites  induced Folger  to 
issue  120  copies  complete  for  $600. 

As  neither  of  these  Bodies  had  any  rights  except  to  abuse 
each  other,  no  harm  was  done  on  either  side,  unless  to  disgust 
their  followings  and  to  exhibit  who  and  what  they  were. 

The  Peckham  faction  of  the  Seymour  Body  attempt  to  give 
color  to  a  restoration  of  Seymour  on  May  16,  1867,  by  the 
United  Supreme  Council  in  consequence  of  the  Second  Section  of 
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the  Articles  of  Union  of  the  Yan  Rensselaer  and  the  Hays-Ray- 
mond Council  in  that  year,  which  says:  "All  action  heretofore 
taken  in  expelling  members,  from  either  Council,  on  account  of 
those  differences  is  hereby  revoked."  None  but  a  knave  would 
misconstrue  that  language.  The  differences  were  those  between 
the  Councils,  not  the  crime  of  Seymour  against  the  Scottish  Rite, 
and  the  Council  to  which  he  belonged  in  1865  ;  had  it  been  other- 
wise Seymour  would  gladly  have  availed  himself  of  the  advantage  j 
for  in  April,  1879,  in  Washington,  Seymour  told  G.  Commander 
Albert  Pike,  and  W.  R.  Singleton,  G.  Sec.  of  G.  Lodge,  that 
"  if  the  Sup.  Co.  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  would  heal  him,  he 
would  give  up  all  his  papers  and  never  give  them  any  further 
trouble.'7  (p.  66,  of  A  Memoir  on  Cerneauism,  1884,  Sup.  Co, 
South.  Jur.)  The  proposition  was  treated  with  contempt  by 
Josiah  H.  Drummond,  then  Com.  of  the  Sup.  Co.  Northern  Juris- 
diction. 

THE  ILLEGITIMATE  THOMFSON-FOLGER  BODY. 

On  the  15th  May,  1867,  the  Cerneau-Hays-Raymond  Council 
of  1863,  and  the  Van  Rensselear  Council  (one  of  the  Councils 
that  sprung  from  the  division  of  the  Gourgas  Council  in  1861,) 
united  with  great  rejoicing  and  ceremony :  and  then  there  was  but 
one  Supreme  Council  in  the  Northern  Jurisdiction,  and  harmony 
prevailed  everywhere,  continuing  for  years. 

As  Seymour's  Peckham  Institution  was  doing  well  financially 
in  1881,  it  occurred  to  Robert  B.  Folger  and  Hopkins  Thompson, 
members  of  the  United  Supreme  Council,  that  they  might  also 
improve  their  impecunious  condition  by  devising  a  plan  to  work 
the  same  placer  that  Seymour  had  worked.  In  plodding  around 
their  purpose  became  known  to  the  members  of  the  Supreme 
Council  and  charges  were  presented  September  20,  1881,  and  on  the 
same  date  in  1882,  they  were  ignomininously  expelled.  In  the 
meantime  they  had  prepared  a  Manifesto,  picked  up  poor  bed- 
ridden Robert  E.  Roberts,  the  newsdealer,  and  Edward  W, 
Atwood,  also  expelled  in  1882,  used  the  names  of  five  men  there- 
tofore unknown  in  Scottish  Rite  Masonry,  also  that  of  John  B. 
Harris,  who  has  since  bade  them  u  Farewell,"  usurped  the  name 
of  William  H.  Jarvis,  who  was  on  his  death-bed,  outraged  the 
names  of  John  Innes  and  Gilbert  C.  Piatt,  who  protested  and  de- 
nounced their  act  as  perfidy  ;  and  with  these  thirteen  names  they 
started  a  ten-dollar-a-head  Supreme  Council.  They  organized  this 
Body  September  27,  1881,  and  assumed  the  same  name  as  the 
Seymour  Council,  but  they  had  not  one  Active  Member  of  the  Old 
Cerneau  Body,  whereby  they  could  obtain  the  germ,  the  activity, 
the  life  to  open  a  Council.  They  tried  to  obtain  Benjamin  C. 
Leveridge,  but  he  denounced  them.  Neither  had  they  a  single 
Subordinate  Body. 

The  Folger-Thompson  party  denounced  the  Seymour-Peckham 
party,  proclaimed  the  expulsion  of  Seymour  just  and  righteous,  and 
hence  that  the  Peckham  Council  could  not  in  common  sense 
exist. 

Folger  and  Thompson  assert  that  they  personally  could  not 
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have  been  expelled  because  they  withdrew.  It  is  a  well  settled 
principle  of  law  that  a  Mason  under  charges  cannot  withdraw, 
moreover,  they  were  still  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme 
Council,  even  had  they  withdrawn  their  membership. 

The  reasons  given  in  the  Manifesto  for  the  so-called  resuscita- 
tion at  so  late  a  day  of  the  old  Oerneau  Council  were  four  (See  p. 
43  of  the  Manifesto.)  First,  The  renunciation  of  the  Secret 
Constitutions  of  1786.  Second?  The  arbitrary  conduct  of  the 
Supreme  G.  Council  for  the  Northern  Jurisdiction  (wherein  it  is 
not  stated.)  IMrd,  The  extravagant  prices  charged  for  degrees, 
diplomas,  &c.  Fourth,  The  producing  an  income  which  should 
be  devoted  to  benevolent  purposes  and  which  exceeded  twenty 
thousand  dollars. 

For  these  reasons  Folger-Thompson,  et  al.  agreed  to  violate 
their  oaths,  proclaim  a  Supreme  Council,  charge  a  small  sum  for 
the  degrees,  avoid  lavish  expenditure,  u  all  surplus  to  be  appro- 
priated to  the  benefit  of"  (Folger-Thompson,  et  al.,)  "the  needy 
of  the  Order,  as  well,  as  to  create,  for  its  stability,  a  permanent 
fund."  This  last  being  one  of  the  very  things  they  denounced  of 
the  Supreme  Council  that  expelled  them. 

If  the  four  reasons  they  allege  had  been  true,  were  they  suffi- 
cient for  this  violent  "action  ?  If  there  were  abuses,  Thompson, 
Folger  &  Co.,  never  sought  to  correct  them  during  the  years  they 
were  members.  Then  privately  answer  one  question,  "Was  not 
Folger  a  defaulter  to  his  new  Council  in  its  first  year  V 

The  opposition  of  both  of  these  illegitimate  organizations  to 
the  Constitutions  of  1786  is  mainly  because  the  second  paragraph 
of  5th  Art.  (French)  says  j  "  There  shall  be  but  *  *  two 
Councils  in  the  United  States  of  America,"  and  as  the  Northern 
and  the  Southern  existed,  thev  had  no  power  even  of  revival  of  a 
third. 

THE  RE-FORMATION   IN   1866. 

Great  stress  has  been  laid  on  the  re-formation  of  the  Hays- 
Eaymond  Council,  December  13,  1866.  The  Supreme  Council 
closed  on  June  7,  1866.  The  amended  Eegulations  would  have 
called  the  members  together  in  October,  1867,  unless  sooner 
specially  convened.  But  a  sixteen  days'  notice,  daily  talked 
about,  called  a  "  Summoned  Extraordinary  Session  v  to  be  held  at 
Nassau  Hall,  Boston;  which  caused  thirteen  out  of  the  fifteen 
Active  Members,  and  ten  Honorary  Members,  to  be  present.  The 
known  object  was  to  reform  the  Council,  not  one  member  objected 
or  demurred.  The  Council  was  reformed,  the  Active  Member- 
ship increased  to  thirty-three,  and  twenty-seven  Active  Members 
were  elected.  Nearly  one-half  of  the  officers  being  of  the  Old 
Cerneau  School.     Every  subordinate  organization  acquiesced. 

Thompson,  Folger  and  their  companions  assert  that  the  pro- 
ceedings were  kept  secret,  that  the  action  of  the  Council  in  dissolv- 
ing and  reforming,  exactly  as  they  did,  was  not  known  until 
discovered  sometime  in  1881  in  the  reprint.  What  was  done,  how 
it  was  done,  and  why  it  was  done,  was  known  of  all  masons 
sufficiently  interested  to  listen  to  daily  discussions,  to  read  or  to 
inquire.     The  matter  of  obtaining  recognition  from  the  Southern 
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Jurisdiction  was  known  to  be  very  important,  as  recognition  by  the 
Supreme  Councils  of  all  nations  would  follow.  What  was  desirable 
and  necessary  was  known  by  Commander  Hays  and  all  members 
of  the  Supreme  Council,  and  was  in  the  main,  to  make  a  grand 
Union  possible  of  the  entire  Scottish  Rite  in  the  Northern  portion 
of  the  United  States  5  the  re-formation  of  1866  was  earned  into 
effect  on  December  13,  and  was  followed  by  the  Grand  Union  of 
May  15,  1867.  There  were  no  malcontents  and  no  reason  to  keep 
anything  concealed.  It  was  a  simple  act  for  a  simple  purpose 
unanimously  approved.  Dr.  Folger  in  his  38th  article  in  the  N~. 
Y.  Dispatch  of  August  16,  1874,  entitled  "  Recollections  of  a 
Masonic  Veteran,"  which  had  been  written  long  before,  says,  "The 
Southern  Supreme  Council  (in  1866)  declared  the  Raymond  Coun- 
cil regular  5  what  decision  it  gave  concerning  the  other  Bodies  we 
are  not  informed.  But  having  declared  the  Raymond  Council 
regular,  the  Union  Council  was  dissolved  in  December,  1866, 
and  111.  Bro.  Simon  W.  Robinson,  the  legitimate  successor  of 
Edward  A.  Raymond,  deceased,  associating  with  himself,  Peter 
Lawson  constituted  a  new  Supreme  Council."  No  quibbling  is 
permissible  here.  The  recognition  of  the  Southern  Council  was 
needed,  Folger  says,  and  that  Council  had  declared  the  Raymond 
Council  the  only  legitimate,  and  Robinson  the  legitimate  successor 
associating  himself  with  another  old  Raymond  member  and  they 
two  with  a  third,  &c,  formed  a  new  Council,  and  yet  Folger  writing 
this  in  1874,  swears  in  1881  that  he  and  his  Confreres  did  not  know 
what  every  body  else  did.  Folger  then  alluding,  in  his  thirty 
eighth  reminiscence,  to  the  final  Union  in  1867,  says  : 

"  We  now  behold  the  fruits  of  these  negotiations  in  the  forming 
of  one  united  and  undivided  Supreme  Council  under  the  old  banner 
of  Union,  Toleration,  Power,  and  we  believe  it  to  be  the  sincere 
desire  of  every  Brother  of  our  beautiful  Rite  that  this  Union  may 
continue  for  all  time  l  one  and  indivisible.' "  What  a  pity  the 
"  almighty  dollar  "  ever  interfered  with  these  views.  But  it  settles 
the  question  that  Folger  did  know  in  1874,  seven  years  before  the 
time  he  says  he  did  not  know  what  the  specific  action  was  at  the 
December  session  of  1866.  This  same  Folger  remained  a  member 
until  expelled,  of  the  "  One  Indivisible  Sup.  Co."  believing  in  the 
Const,  of  1786. 

.     GENERAL  COMMENTS. 

Both  of  these  illegitimate  organizations  seek  patronage  stat 
ing  that  they  charge  but  a  small  sum,  say  ten  dollars,  and  then 
disclose  their  irregularity  by  further  stating  there  will  be  a  Union 
and  then  their  unfortunates  will  have  saved  so  much  money.  If 
they  are  regular  why  should  they  argue  a  Union.  Is  it  not  plain 
that  the  Northern  Sup.  Council  could  not  permit  a  Union,  as  it 
avouM  be  a  premium  for  further  creation  of  illegitimate  Bodies, 
unions  would  have  to  be  eternal  and  justice  would  not  be  done  to 
those  who  paid  justly  ?  Would  either  of  the  two  illegitimates  ever 
have  a  candidate  were  the  fee  the  same  as  that  of  the  Northern 
Sup.  Council,  or  should  the  latter  reduce  the  fees  to  their  paltry 
sum  ? 
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If  they  are  regular  is  not  every  other  Supreme  Council  in  the 
world  illegitimate  that  is  founded  on  the  Constitutions  of  1786  % 

As  both  cannot  be  right  which  of  the  two  Cerneau  claimants 
is  an  imposter  and  knave  ? 

Designate  a  Supreme  Council  in  Europe  that  recognizes 
either  of  them. 

Why  should  they  so  loudly  declaim  against  the  Constitu- 
tions of  1780,  when  they  assume  its  thirty-three  degrees  and  ap- 
propriate its  rights,  powers,  dignities,  titles,  &c,  in  accordance 
with  those  Constitutions,  and  are  thus  stealthily  living  under  its 
enjoyments  ?  An  intimation  is  made  that  they  are  republican  and 
representative,  while  the  regulars  are  autocratic.  Is  this  not  false J] 
Have  their  officers  and  members  been  elected  by  the  free  suffrages 
of  the  Brotherhood  ?  Where  is  there  a  representative  feature  in 
their  selection  of  officers  or  mode  of  government  different  from  the 
Regular  Councils?  When  through  proper  presentation  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  Supreme  Council  of  the  [Northern  Jurisdiction  will 
ask  for  a  representative  government  they  will  receive  attention 
and  most  probably  acquiescence. 

Is  it  not  well  known  that  until  the  year  1815,  the  G-.  Orient 
of  France,  conferred  no  degree  above  the  eighteenth,  and  did  not 
exercise  the  powers  of  a  Supreme  Council  until  that  year. 

Where  did  Cerneau  get  his  power  to  confer  the  degrees  of 
Knights  Templar  and  establish  Bodies  of  Knighthood  ?  Where 
are  his  patent  authorities,  and  why  do  not  the  leaders  of  these  two 
illegitimates  of  the  Scottish  Rite,  establish  Commanderies  and 
confer  the  degrees  of  Knighthood  for  one  dollar,  to  do  which  they 
have  as  much  original  power  as  they  have  to  interpose  in  the 
Scottish  Rite,  more,  as  from  them  they  have  not  as  yet  been  ex- 
pelled ? 

Granted  that  in  times  past  the  former  Cerneau  organizations 
enjoyed  sundry  recognitions  by  Foreign  Grand  Bodies ;  that  of 
1811  by  the  G.  Orient  of  France  was  of  a  "  Consistory  of  Princes 
of  the  R.  Secret,"  not  of  a  C  erneau  Council  of  the  thirty-three  de- 
grees. It  is  true  there  was  a  recognition  under  the  Treaty  between 
France,  Brazil,  Belgium  and  the  United  Sup.  Co.  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  in  1832,  and  of  New  Granada  and  the  G.  Orient  of 
France  in  1860,  and  there  was  an  attempted  forgery  to  that  end 
discovered  in  1862,  but  how  ephemeral  were  all  these  isolated 
cases.  A  late  embassador  of  one  of  these  two  Cerneau  Illegiti- 
mates to  the  Supreme  Council  of  France  became  disgusted  with 
his  mission  when  he  found  the  Truth,  and  repudiated  his  em- 
ployers. The  letters  of  Bro.  Stickney  are  open  to  the  curious  at 
the  office  of  the  G.  Secretary  General.  On  the  23d  August, 
1830,  however,  the  G.  Orient  of  France  notified  the  Supreme 
Go's,  of  the  North  and  South  "  That  Cerneau  was  struck  from 
their  Tableaux." 

It  is  a  fact  that  throughout  the  Masonic  life  of  the  Sublime 
Grand  Lodge  of  Perfection  of  Albany  constituted  in  1767,  it  has 
been  true  to  regular  Scottish  Rite  Masonry. 

It  is  a  fact  in  our  State  that  the  following  thirteen  past  Grand 
Masters  of  the  G.  Lodge  of  Masons  are  members  and  supporters  of 
the  Supreme  Council  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction,  to  wit;  Joseph 
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D.  Evans,  John  L.  Lewis,  Clinton  F.  Paige,  John  W.  Simony 
Edmund  L.  Judson,  Elwood  E.  Thorne,  Jesse  B.  Anthony,  James 
W.  Husted,  Charles  Eoome,  J.  Edward  Simmons,  Benjamin 
Flagler,  William  A.  Brodie  and  Frank  B.  Lawrence. 

The  two  Supreme  Councils  of  the  United  States,  the  Northern 
and  the  Southern  are  too  highly  esteemed  at  home  and  abroad  for 
their  honor  and  integrity,  to  be  in  anywise  affected  by  the  Calum- 
nies of  illegitimate  money-making  leaders  who  are  conducting" 
associations,  termed  Supreme  Councils,  founded  in  each  case  by 
expelled  members  of  the  Northern  Jurisdiction.  For  those  who 
have  been  misled,  we  have  sorrow  for  the  thoughtful,  pity  for  the 
thoughtless.  Their  leaders  and  abettors,  in  due  time  will,  if  they 
have  not  already,  receive  the  reward  of  dishonor. 
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